
Appellant makes reference in the first motion filed to an interlocutory appeal that he1

states is pending in this court, but our docket does not reflect such an appeal.  He also refers to an
inadequate record and various motions that need to be ruled on by this court, but he does not seek
to supplement the record, and there are no motions pending other than the instant motions for
extension of time to file the appellant’s brief.
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PRO SE MOTIONS FOR EXTENSION

OF TIME TO FILE APPELLANT’S

BRIEF  [CIRCUIT COURT OF

CRAWFORD COUNTY, CR 2003-311,

HON. GARY COTTRELL, JUDGE]

INITIAL MOTION GRANTED;

SUBSEQUENT MOTION MOOT.

PER CURIAM

Appellant Alan Ray Cluck was found guilty by a jury of possession of drug paraphernalia

with intent to manufacture a controlled substance, methamphetamine.  A sentence of 180 months’

imprisonment was imposed.  We affirmed.  Cluck v. State, 365 Ark. 166, ___ S.W.3d ___ (2006).

Subsequently, appellant timely filed in the trial court a pro se petition pursuant to Criminal

Procedure Rule 37.1 seeking to vacate or modify the judgment.  The petition was denied, and the

record on appeal from the order has been lodged here.  Appellant, who is in the custody of the

Arkansas Department of Correction and  proceeding pro se, now seeks in two separate motions an

extension of thirty days’ time to file the appellant’s brief.   1

The initial motion, which is the first such motion filed by appellant in this appeal, is granted.
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The time to submit the appellant’s brief is extended to thirty days from the date of this opinion.  The

subsequent motion seeking the same relief as the first is moot.

Initial motion granted; subsequent motion moot.
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